Grammaticality judgement tasks show that second language learners who started during childhood are significantly more accurate on judging inflection than learners who started after puberty [Johnson, J., & Newport, E. (1989) . Although the observations suggest that the acquisition of inflection is influenced by age, there is no study that focuses on this particular issue nor is there an articulated explanation available for the observed age-related difference. In this contribution, we compare child L2 learners of Dutch to child L1 and adult L2 learners of Dutch in order to investigate effects of age on the acquisition of verbal and adjectival inflection. We hypothesize that adult agreement paradigms differ from child agreement paradigms, the reason being that adult learners cannot rely on syntactic cues, whereas children make reliable use of syntax in building paradigms. By effect, adult learners end up with non-targetlike small paradigms that contain underspecified suffixes. We focus on the types of errors in the three learner groups (child L1, child L2 and adult L2).
Introduction
It is often claimed that one of the conspicuous differences between child L1 and adult L2 acquisition is to be found in the domain of inflection. In fact, this idea is a corner stone in theories of language contact (Thomason and Kaufman 1988; Van Coetsem 1988) . Put briefly, the assumption is that L2 learners may indirectly corrupt the inflectional system of a language due to their inability to acquire this system as easily as L1 learners seem to do. If the output of the L2 learners spreads over the population and if it is the input for new generations of L1 learners, loss of inflection will be the result.
This argumentation nicely shows the interaction of several linguistic (sub) disciplines. Accordingly, support for effects of age on the acquisition of inflection may come from studies on differences between pidginization and creolization, but also from dialect variation and language change. In this paper, however, we will focus on the issue of age effects directly, by comparing adult and child learners in the acquisition of Dutch agreement inflection. Vice versa, our paper may indirectly contribute to insights in language contact, variation and change, although we will not be concerned with these consequences here in detail.
A comparison between adult and child learners can be made in several ways. Age effects may show up in the type of errors the learners make, in that children may make different mistakes than adults do. We may also see differences in the developmental paths of the learners or in the ultimate attainment. L2 learners may go through different stages and may finally reach a level that is quite different from L1 learners. Clearly these three aspects (type of errors, development and ultimate attainment) are related and they are all relevant for the present discussion. Due to the experimental set up we will focus here on the type of errors the learners make.
Of course, differences between child L1 and adult L2 learners do not point directly to age effects. For one thing, the language of the L2 learners might be influenced by their L1. In order not to confuse age effects with effects from transfer, we will compare monolingual L1 learners not only with adult L2 learners, but also with child L2 learners with the same language background as the adults-the so-called ''child L2 rationale '' (Schwartz 1992 '' (Schwartz , 2003 '' (Schwartz , 2004 Unsworth 2005) . If the claims made in contact studies are correct-that is, if there are indeed age effects in the acquisition on inflection-we expect to see differences between L1 and child L2 acquisition on the one hand and adult L2 acquisition on the other. We will show that such differences indeed exist.
